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I am returning Dr. Goldberg's proposed revision of Chapter V; . 

; on some pages I have made markings to indicate changes; other 
pages, with starred page numbers, have been re-typed. The starred 
pages do not necessarily indicate that the page has been extensively \ 
rerwrltten, though this is true in some cases, but may have been 
: ^ re»*typed merely to lessen the strain on one's eyesight. 

: As you will see, there are very few areas where my revision 

. ' is far-reaching j However, I have given considerable attention to 

the section regarding Ruby's Entry into the Basement. After re- 
■ reading the draft of July Jl, it does seem a bit too long. There- 
^ \ fore, I have carefully studied Dr. Goldberg's suggestions and 

incorporated mapy of his condensations and deletions into what ■ 

. I have now done^ However, it seems to me that the more basic 

defect in the preceding draft was not in its length, but in^its , > 

failure to explain at the beginning the importance of the discussion., : 
that follows, ilie means by which Ruby entered the basement dofts 
have Importance -to this Report. Having determined that Ruby did 
■ r not receive assistance in entering the basement, the question now j ■ 

seems less significant than it would otherwise, but this is not 
to contradict the fact that it would have beep of considerable 
importance had the Commission found that the police aided Ruby 
in entering. The main evidence that they did not is the fact 
Cj , that Ruby entered via the Main Street Ramp, apparently at the 
. time when the attention of the single officer on guard was dls- 

. ■ .tracted. Thus, in re-writing the section on Ruby's entry, I 

- have inserted a new introduction and have combined the section 
^ with the section dealing with the possibility that he received 
' ; ■ assistance from the police. Also, certain material, which, if 

' deleted, would be extremely misleading, has been f*e-inserted , 

For example, I do not see how we can fail to refer to the testi- 
^ mony of former police officer Daniels, who states that a few 

minutes before the shooting, a man descended the Main Street ran^) 

: In clear view of Yauglm and that Vaughn said nothing. 
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Looking quickly over the latest draft (8/26) let me add 
several other comments in explanation of certain changes. On 
pages 29-50, discussion of Ruby’s testimony has been extended. 

We should not appear to accept Ruby’s testimony merely because 
Ruby has given It, but should give some reasons why We feel 
■J, Justified"' in regarding Ruby as a truthful witness. On page 51 » 
the basis ‘on which we calculated the time of the shooting at 
11:21 a.m. has been re-inserted; because of the importance of 
the tine element to our discussion, I think we should Indicate 
the substantial evidence we have that the shooting did occur 
at 11:21. 

As to the section on the treatment of Oswald in custody, 

I concur the decision to separate the discussion of the interro- ’ f 

C gation sessions and Oswaldfe "Legal Rights"; however, the latter 
sub-section has .been re-organized for reasons which I hope are ; ^ ■ V - J 

apparent. 

I have re-organized the first few pages of the section \ 

dealing with the adequacy of the security precautions. Though | ■ 

perhaps a sentence or two longer, this approach seems to hie ‘ 
more logical and readable. ' i,'; 

In the news coverage section, the discussion regard Ing lihe / . I 

inaccuracy of the statements made by the police department and ' . . 

by Wade has bgalh been consolidated . I see no reason to separate • 

this discussion, and by combining it the forcefullness of the ; ■ 

discussion is considerably Increased. ‘ 

I have altered the final chapter in a manner which leaves ' . , ; . ; , 

something to be de^red. However, while recognizing the value ^ . 

of saying something which will indicate the need for civic' groups ; - 

to take action in this area, I have attempted to stay away from \ . 

any statement which would take the force out of the rest of the : 

Chapter and indicate that the police department l.s.-not responsible , ■ 

after all. ■’ - - -- • '■ 
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